Superfund Migration of Contaminated Ground Water Under Control Worksheet

Definition: Is the migration of contaminated ground water being controlied through engineered or natural processes?

Site Name:

MARION (BRAGG) DUMP

EPAID: IND980794366

GW Survey Status:

Estimated Under Control Date (if not under control):

Justification Text:

Contaminated Ground Water Migration Under Control

9/30/2025

RI/FS o ‘**“}
Q. Does the site currently have contaminated ground water or did site conditions warrant EPA’s No Stop, you do not]
investigation or remediation of ground water contamination in the past? L > need to
complete the
Answer Yeas ! GMEI
w Yes e
3 X Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant
Insufficient | information on known and reasonably suspected releases to ground water been considered in this
. Data/No | determination?
Answer: Yes EPA Region 5 Records Ctr.
List Reference RI/FS
Document(s):
w Yes 375728
Step 2. |Is ground water known or reasonably suspected to be "contaminated" above
Insufficient |appropriately protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other Conarirated
Cata/No i ideli ari e ontaminate
, appropriate standards, guidelines, or criteria) as a result of a release from the site? | No Ground Water
Answer: Yeas Migration Under
List Reference RI/FS Control
Document(s): L —
\Il Yes
Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that contaminated ground
Insufficient | water is expected to remain within "existing area of contaminated ground water") as
Data/No defined by the monitoring locations designated at the time of this determination? No
e
Answer: Yes
List Reference RI/FS
Document(s):
‘I Yes
Insufficient " ; " ; intos iag?
Data/No Step 4. Does "contaminated" ground water discharge into-surface water bodies? No
L Answer: Yes
List Reference
Document(s):
\v Yes
Step 5. Can the discharge of "contaminated” ground water into the surface water be shown to be
Insufficient | "cumrently acceptable” as defined (i.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to surface water, No
, Data/No |sediments, or ecosystems that should not be allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can
G be made and implemented)?
Answer. Yes
List Reference
Document(s):
!I Yes
Step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data ( and surface water/sediment/ecological
Insufficient data as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that contaminated ground water has P
nl;:ta;:rldec? remained within the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the "existing area™ of
. contaminated ground water?
Answer: Yes No
List Reference i
Document(s):
v v
Insuffcuent Data to Dejefmie Yes ‘Contaminated Ground
A 7 Contaminated Ground Water Water Migration Not
Migration Under Control Under Control

/7

Date Co

' /),(L.
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RUN DATE: 10/30/08 14:06 Superfund Migration of Contaminated

SOURCE: CERCLIS Ground Water Under Control
Worksheet

b

\

Definit on: Is the migration of contaminated ground water being controlled through engineered or natural processes?

Region- 05 Section: Primary RPM: DAVID LINNEAR

Site Name: MARION (BRAGG) DUMP

G'W Survey Status: gcqmt?ﬁinLted G:f:und Water Migration Under Control

ONFIDENTIAL, FOR
TERNAL USE ONLY

EPA ID: INDS807954366

AR ENV=N

Justification Date: S ?w”"'\ /) ~ M / ,q&a 7 Justification Type: Zié%-

Estimated Under Control Date:

Justification Text: |If site status has changed. Please enter a justification as to why the status has changed:

RI/FS

Answer. Yes

Q. Does the site currently have contaminated ground water or did site conditions No
warrant EPA's investigation or remediation of ground water contamination in the past?

\ll Yes

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available

insufficient [ rejevant/significant information on known and reasonably suspected releases to

Data/No ground water been considered in this determination?

D e ity

SDMS/Contyol Number:
List Refergnce Document(s):
RI/FS /
o) P

—

"N\

—

Yes

Step 2. Is ground water known or reasonably suspected to be "contaminated” above
Insufficient | appropriately protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well

Data/No as other appropriate standards, guidelines, or criteria) as a result No
< of a release from the site?
Answer: Yes
SDMS/Control Number:
List Reference Document(s): K
RI/FS
¢ Yes
Step 3. s the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that
Insufficient | contaminated ground water is expected to remain within "existing area of
Data/No contaminated ground water") as defined by the monitoring locations designated at No

€——— the time of this determination?
Answer. Yes

SDMS/Control Number:

List Reference Document(s):
RI/FS

Stop, you do not

5 need to

complete the
GM Ei

Contaminated
S Ground Water
Migration Under
Control




l Yes

Insufficient
Data/No

L —— |

Step 4. Does "contaminated" ground water discharge into surface water bodies?

Answer: Yes
SDMS/Control Number: RI/FS

List Reference Document(s):

No

Yes

Insufficient
Data/No

€—

Step 5. Can the discharge of "contaminated" ground water into the surface water be
shown to be "currently acceptable” as defined (i.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to
surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that should not be allcwed to

continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)?
Answer: Yes
SDMS/Control Number: RI/FS

List Reference Document(s):

No

Yes

Insufficient
Data/No

%__

Step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data ( and surface
water/sediment/ecological data as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that
contaminated ground water has remained within the horizontal (or vertical, as

necessary) dimensions of the "existing area" of contaminated ground water?
Answer:
SDMS/Control Number:RI/FS
List Reference Document(s):

Yes

No

\

/

Insufficient Data to
Determine Contaminated
Ground Water Migration

Under Control Status

e

Contaminated Ground >
Water Migration Under :
Control

Approvals (Initial and Date)

v

Contaminated Ground
Water Migration Not
Under Control
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Superfund Environmental Indicators Survey
Long-Term Human Health Protection & Groundwater Migration Under Control

Step 1. Site Information

\

Reg on:

v

State:

FEPA ID: TN, D ¥/ 5) ?‘?43?&

4
‘onstruction Complete: 0 No

3ite Name: 2%7/10 W (2/‘(?; ) pjﬂ}L)
es

Step 2. Long-Term Human Health Protection

Are all identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based levels
for curreat land and/or groundwater use conditions? “Under control” means that adequately protective controls are in
p.ace 10 prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use conditions only. This
environmental indicator does not consider potential future land- or groundwater- use conditions nor ecological
receptors.

(] Insufiicient data to determine HE O Current exposures not controlled O current exposures not controlled but some
human exposures control achieved .
|:] Current exposures controlled Current exposures controlled and a Long-term human health protection achieved
otective remedy in place

Step 3. Contaminated Groundwater Migration Under Control

LCoes the site have coftaminated groundwater? (In the universe of 1180 groundwater sites identified as of EOY 2000).
45 [ No (Go to Step 4)

£
I« the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being controlied through engineered remedies or natural
p ncesses”?

oS Yes /\D No [ insufficient Data

Step 4. Regional Contact Information / . /) /; -

Completed by :
(signature)

(print) D L WAEAL

(title) Z ////

whone) B (EF)

o /2o

Supervisor: |
(Signature) // W

(print) ~ /f/oo/f‘{u Tr ./Oéqéw.llf

(title) Sech. Cheo F

(phone) UL pgf 159>

Date ?/'}2(‘75




Region
St:ltﬁ"
EFA ID:

Sit2 Narne

Estimated Control Date:

Skip to Step BN\

/

";mi

Superfund Long-Term Human Heaith Protection Worksheet

Definition: The Long-Term Human Health Protection El documents the progress achieved towards providing long-term
humar health protection by measuring the incremental progress achieved in controlling unacceptable human exposures at a

si

site.
Step 1. Is enough information available 1o evaluate the status of human exposure
control using this indicator? No | Insufficlent Data to
.| Determine Human
; "] Exposure Control
List Reference Document(s) ay? r(s) Status
7 =
(Y
v
N
Step 2. Have all human exposure-related cleanup goals been met for the entire
site? Yes | Long-Term Human
= Health Protection
List Reference Document(s) and SDMS Number(s): Achieved
/R
No
-
NS
Step 3. Are there complele human exposure pathways between contaminated
No | groundwater, surface water, soil, sediment or air media and human receptors such
"] that exposures can be reasonably expected under current conditions?
List Reference Document(s) Zd/gwsﬂ’wr(s)z
[/ [/
Y
es
- AN
o 4. Are the potential human exposures associated with complete pathways
52;4 os with) acceptable limits under curren itions?
/,kf:t Reference Document(s) er(s):
// -
-1 ‘1 1 No Current Human
Exposures Not
Controlled
Step 5. Have any actions been taken since EPA first exercised removal or
remedial authority at the site that have significantly reduced the level of previously Current Human
unacceptable human exposure under curtent conditions? Yes Exposures Not

Controlled But Some

List Reference Document(s) and SDMS Number(s):

Exposure Control
Achieved

Step 6. Is the site Construction Complata, is the remedy operating as intended,
and are engineering and institutionai gontrols, if required, in place and effective?

Current Human
Exposures
Controlied

Current Human
xposure Controlled

List Reference Documen ?l S M;ﬂu?}ber(s) /
Iy% 73S
Uil

and Protective
Remedy in Place

j




. -

Rejion: (’S /
Stete: .
EP2& ID:
Site Name:

Estimatad Control Date:

Superfund Migration of Contaminated
Ground Water Under Control
Worksheet

Desfinition: s the migration of contaminated ground water being controlled through engineered or natural processes?

Stop, you do not

Q. Does the site currently have contaminated ground water or did site conditions No need to
warrant EPA's investigation or remediati d water contamination in the ——
past? complete the
GM E!
/ /{ Yes /
. Step 1. Based on the most cumnw has alt available relevant/
Insufficient | significant information on known anfl reasonably suspected releases to ground water
_, PataiNo  heen considered in this datanninal%
List Reference Document(s): / \
Yes /
Step 2. Is ground water known or med to be “contaminated” above
Insufficient | 3Ppropriately protective risk-based “levels” (applicable promuigated standards, as
Data well as other appropriate standards, gddalmes criteria) as a result of a release Contaminated
< from the site? —  Ground Water
Migration Under
List Reference Document(s): Control
L o7 T 1
74
Step 3. Is the migration of contaminMd water stabilized (such that
Insufficient | contaminated ground water is expected to remainvithin “existing area of No
Data contaminated ground water”) as defined by the rgonitoring locations designated at the
time of this determination? [ / ﬁ
List Refarance Document(s):
Yes ]
Insufficient "/
Data Step 4. Does “contaminated” ground/ater diggharge inta surface water bodies? No
List Reference Document(s):
A
Step 5. Can the discharge of 'contaﬂ(lngwﬂ(ground water into surface water be
Insufficient | shown to be “currently acceptable” as defined (i.e./not cause unacceptable impacts
Data to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that ghould not be allowed to continue No
Bl until a final remedy decision can be m ed)? L
List Reference Document(s):
£, y A
1 *GS )
Insufficient | Step 6. Will ground water monitorin sz/rr}eLmnénl data (and surface water/ P
Data sediment/ecological data as necessary) be collected in the fyture to verify that i
-t contaminated ground water has remained withinthe ho tal (or vertical, as No
necessary) dimensions of the 'exlstirW i ground water? o
List Reference Document(s):
Y e o
Yes
Yy \
Insufiicient Data to ntami .
. t t
Delsrmine Ground Water gon :?'\?Vaatee(:
Contsm nated Ground " rounc
Migration Under Migration Not
Water Migration Control 9
Under Control

tinder Cantrol Status

(L



Stép 1: Site Inforiﬁaﬁéng

Region: 5

State: IN

EPA ID: IND980794366
Site Name: MARION (BRAGG) DUMP

Constraction Complete' ® Yes D No

Are all identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based levels
for current land and/or groundwater use conditions? “Under control” means that adequately protective controls are in
place to prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use conditions only. This
environmental indicator does not consider potentlal future land- or groundwater- use conditions nor ecological
1eceplors.

® Yes

(O Insufficient Data

tep 3 C(mta'mihated Gro

Does the site have contaminated groundwater? (In the universe of groundwater sites identified as of EOY 2000).
M Yes [ No (Go to Step 4)

Js the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being controlled through engineered remedies or natural
processes?

m Yes O No Od [nsufﬂc1ent Data

Step 4. Regmnal Contact Informanon

Completed by : ignature) / / / S‘ é) e
(print) B’E/wm-feb Ny
Le¢ we) L Noh Poed Iaeon
10\\'5\@5 (phone) 3(2-S€6 ~ (I«')y «6 ’
pae __ 1/%/0)

Supervisor: . (signature) i ' / [oen, &Wf +
(print) LMJW L. Lehm o
(title) Secdeo Ch st
(phone) 3/ d\/ 3s3- 6w g _

NS



Superfund Human Exposures Controlled Worksheet

Are all identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based
le-vels for current land and/or groundwater use conditions? “Under control” means that adequately protective
controls are in place to prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use
conditions only. This environmental indicator does not consider potential future land- or groundwater- use

conditions nor ecological receptors.
Region: >
State: [

EPA ID: /ND G807 E3¢6
Site Name: NARION(BMQGG)_ Durp

_ _] No/ Insufficient data
Step 1. Based on the most current data for the site, has all available relevant/significant information on
#. known contaminants to soil, groundwater, surface water/sediments, and air at the NPL site been
considered in this EI determination?

List site reference document : /1 (/£ - YEAR BEU/EV R,EPOQT 9/28’,/00

‘Yw

Step 2. Are groundwater, soil, surface water, sediments, or air media known or reasonably suspected to
be “comtaminated” above appropriately protective risk-based “levels” (applicable promulgated

standards, as well as other appropriate standards, guidelines, guidance, or criteria) from known No
contaminants?

List site e'/emfwg.” Decis ron 9/3?/4

RS LA~
1Ym

Step 3. Are there complete pathways between “contamination™ and human receptors such that ol
exposures can be reasonably expected under the current (land- and groundwater-use) conditions? ;0 N A

List site reference document. ;
gcory or Decisron  9/30/9%

Yes

Step 4. Are the potential exposures from Step 3 within acceptable limits under current (land and
groundwater use) conditions (e.g., within the cancer risk range or HI <= 1)? Yes
List site reference document. |
No
v L -
eI BT o
ore : NO, Site Does Not Meet Definition Definition

to make determination



Superfund Groundwater Releases Controlled Worksheet

Definition: Is the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being controlled through engineered or

natural processes?
Region: _
State: 5 \_4 : .
EPA ID: 7/' cohh4se0

Site Name: MﬂR/ON "HrAce)

| No/ Insufficient data

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant information on

known and reasonably suspected releases to the groundwater been considered in this Bl determination?

List site referonce document: _— | VE ~ YEA R QE VIEYy REPORT 9/28/99
CRYes '

Step 2. Is groundwater known or reasonably suspected to be “contaminated” above appropriately

protective risk-based “levels” (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards,

guidelines, guidance, or criteria) anywhere at, or from, the facility? L} NO,
List site reference document, / Site meets
éCC RO 0~ UE QIS rpes 9/ 3 9/ 90 definition

Yy
Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated groundwater stabilized (such that contaminated groundwater is
expected to remain within “existing area of contaminated groundwater” as defined by the monitoring
locations designated at the time of this determination? No
List site reference document.
£CORD OF D:sf‘r'sfom 07/20/9’)
F’m\

Step 4. Does “contaminated” groundwater dxscharge into surface water bodies?
List site reference document

ECOR D OF ])EC(SroN 7/?0}49’)

(/ 1Y°/s>
e
Step 5. Can the discharge of “contaminated” groundwater into surface water be shown to be “currently
acceptable” (i.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that should
not be allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)? —ﬁl—b

List site reference docume . o '
Five-vE4 W e ncw RePoer ,'_/sz/o 2

e Y
V5 <
Step 6. Will groundwater moni_toringlmeasmeme\nrdata (and surface water/sediment/ecological data,
as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that contaminated groundwater has remained within
the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dlmenslons of the “existing area of contaminated No >

groundwater”?

List site reference document. . N o .
Fite- ygan REVIE W REPOF 1 %0y
7

No

"y
| Yes-

v | v
INSUFFICIENT DATA, .. ) NO, Site Does N¢

More information needed YES Sfte Does Meet Definition Meet Definition:
to make determination .




Step 1. Site Information .~ ¢ ¢ AT P

Region: 5

State: IN

EPA ID: IND980794366

Site Name: MARION (BRAGG) DUMP

Construction Complete: & Yes ] No

Step 2. Human Exposure Under Control

Are 1ll identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based levels
tor current Jand and/or groundwater use conditions? “Under control” means that adequately protective controls are in
place to prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use conditions only. This
envi-onmental indicator does not consider potential future land- or groundwater- use conditions nor ecological
raceptors.

® Yes O No O Insufficient Data

Does the site have contaminated groundwater? (In the universe of groundwater sites identified as of EQY 2000).
B Yes [J No (Go to Step 4)

[s the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being controlled through engineered remedies or natural
processes?

8 Yes O No O Insufficient Data

_Step 4. Regional Contact Informatlon B

Completed by : (signature) / MJ / S\ M
(print) Bﬁ/{/\/n-@b J _ gQHORL-E
e R Nof Pued haaan
(phone) 3(2-€%¢€ -‘P’;"#G '
Date /{Z %:/ o/

sSupervisor:

(signature) . ' s
(print) Lo owiinpace T fobsn
(title) S\ ecden Ch et

Ghor)  3/0/5c3. 6w

Dte 1 Lislos




Superfund Human Exposures Controlled Worksheet

Are all identified human exposure pathways from contamination at the site under control or below health-based
levels for current land and/or groundwater use conditions? *“Under control” means that adequately protective
controls are in place to prevent any unacceptable human exposure under current land- and groundwater- use
conditions only. This environmental indicator does not consider potential future land- or groundwater- use

conditions nor ecological receptors.
Region: S
State: /Y

EPA ID: JNDG$0Mk3¢¢
Site Name: _7AR/on (ijﬁ«‘/?.-Gc:)' Duomp

_]_No/ Insufficient data

Step 1. Based on the most current data for the site, has all available relevant/significant information on
known contaminants to soil, groundwater, surface water/sediments, and air at the NPL site been
considered in this EI determination?

List site reference document : /1 / £ - YEA R BEU/EV REPO QT (‘//Z?/Oo

‘Yes

Step 2. Are groundwater, soil, surface water, sediments, or air media known or reasonably suspected to
be “contaminated” above appropriately protective risk-based “levels” (applicable promulgated
standards, as well as other appropriate standards, guidelines, guidance, or criteria) from known No
contaminants? :

List site etencedoamnnt.
oo D& DECIS ron ?/30/9/,\

;Y&s

Step 3. Are there complete pathways between “contamination” and human receptors such that
exposures can be reasonably expected under the current (land- and gmu_ndwater—use) conditions? : No.

List site reference document.
ECoR, 0F DeEciston  9)30/94

Yes

Step 4. Are the potential exposures from Step 3 within acceptable limits under current (land and
groundwater use) conditions (e.g., within the cancer risk range or HI <= 1)? __Y_eé
List site reference document.
No
v
INSUFFICIENT DATA, 4 YES ,Sne
Mote information needed NO, Site Does Not Meet Definition Cu{a Definition

ty make determination



Superfund Groundwater Releases Controlled Worksheet

Definition: Is the migration of contaminated groundwater from the site being controlled through engineered or

natural processes?

~
Region: s

State: 2y _

EPA ID: JND T TSR
Site Name: NMacron ' HeAGe)

| No/ Insufficient data

Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant information on
known and reasonably suspected releases to the groundwater been considered in this El determination?

List site reference document: Five. )/fﬂ 1 RE‘V/‘-‘F & REPOF T 9/2 ‘5/00

Step 2. Is groundwater known or reasonably suspected to be “contaminated™ above appropriately
protective risk-based “levels” (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards,

guidelines, guidance, or criteria) anywhere at, or from, the facility? > NO,
List site reference document, / ‘ Site meets
ECORD pF PVECIS pers ? ?C‘i/ 9’ definition
P Yes

Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated groundwater stabilized (such that contaminated groundwater is
expected to remain within “cxisting area of contaminated groundwater” as defined by the monitoring
locations designated at the time of this demermination?
List site reference document. ;

)f ﬁ!_} Dnr l?o/ gﬁ)

CORD ©OF
iYw

Step 4. Does “contaminated” groundwater dnscharge into surface water bodies?
List site reference document.. s
'}/ 3 9,/:' v

No

EC_DVL_) 0;‘ /)E'C/C‘/ Y, AL
-""lYes‘

Step 5. Can the discharge of “contaminated” groundwater into surface water be shown to be “currently
acceptable” (i.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that shouid
not be allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)?

List site reference docume

FivE- //,w« o etud RESDRT

B r'/? ?/IJ ¢

Step 6. Will groundwater monitoring/measuremerit data (and surface water/sediment/ecological data,
as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that contaminated groundwater has remained within

the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dlmenswns of the “existing area of contaminated No >

groundwater”?

List site reference document. . . ;

Frre. yeni ROViEw Ripor s 9/ 2/
I
Yesv ;
v 2/

INSUFFICIENT DATA, NO, Site Does N¢
More information needed . YES, Site Does Meet Definition Meet Definition

to make determination



